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Rhododendron Tsusiophyllum Sugimoto, nora. nov.- Tsusiophyllum Tana- 

kae Maxim., Rliod. As. Or. 12, t. 3. f. 1-8 (1870)- Rhododendron Tanakae (Max¬ 

im.) Ohwi, Flola of Japan (1953) 889, in Bull. Sci. Mus. Tokyo XXXIII (1953) 81 ; 
non R. Tanakai Hayata, Ic. PL Form. IV (1954) 15. 


OAndreaea petrophila OJijA (y'K&s^bb) Urara M tzushima : The 
original source of Andreaea petrophila. 


Andreaea petrophila Ehrhardt ft (AAA ft A Hedwig.© Species Muscorum (1801) 

W bil-f, A rupestris Hedwig a: A! W AdT % 
bttV'o A. petrophila Ehrli ©^gH LIT LlfMg t % A 

frj, rASH %l>o/co ®\\K «' s % £2:®?<75 — t l t: JSwj^c & 

A. J. Sharp in Grout, Moss Flora of North America 1 (1936) (C(± Hedwig ©if^g 
IflEgUb, JIMS hb~c A. petrophila Ehrh., Beitr. 1: 192 (1787) $]\r> ~CV*& V,- 

Brotherus, Die Laubmoose Fennoscandias 3 (1923) I/Cl /i Hann. Mag. 1778: 1601 t 
Paris, Index Muscorum ed. 2, 1: 40(1904) ~0 ft Hann. Mag. 1784: 

^ ioTftOii?!- Ten¬ 
nessee Sharp f#±f'tRb fc t C 5, IrJ ft T 9 New York |t|^ flj ©• H. W. 

Rickett f#±lcM'K‘$>fL”C^© b 9 Ehrhardt ft HannSverisches Maga- 

zin 16:1601 (1778) R.M©^^©^K-ihJ6, H"£ tl t bfco 

22:140 (1784) l/C A. petrophila TT L Muscus alpinus Michaux ■ 

HgKAAfco 3 Hiic Beitr. 1: 180, 192 (1787) ffi 

-BP4? Ehrhardt ft A petrophila 2 Pftb~C5§. 

^.h-tr.C hK.fs.^o t i IT Britton & Emerson in North American 

Flora 15(1913) "Cft 1784 A^©Hf!|tt hyponyin <k JU^b'C^'t:, 1787 
ai»fticiotws 0 88 bit t<Dmm Rickett f-#±%ffAA5J: $ 9, 

WMftK Hann. Mag. 22 : 140 (1784) (±7HiST?{t % < “H3* A. petrophila ©MtMS 
c O WlK±.KM 7k b f£$M<f> 4 1 T ?Id Paris %© fe %£ 0 . 

The original source of Andreaea petrophila Ehrh., although the name should 
be a synonum of A. rupestris Hedw. nomenclaturally, has been cited at last, three 
ways by various authors. Through the courtesy of Dr. A. J. Sharp of the Univer¬ 
sity of Tennessee and Dr. H. W. Rickett of the New York Botanical Garden, I 
could settle the question. The genus .Andreaea was published in Hann. Mag. 16: 
1601 (1778) without accompanying species (Ehrhardt promised to give the specific name 
in a later communication). The species A. petrophila was published in Hann. Mag. 
22: 140(1784) with description, and Muscus alpinus Mich, was given as a synonym. 


Both genus and species were republished in Ehrhardt’s Beitr. 1: 180, 192 respectively 
in 1787 with fuller descriptions. Thus A. petrophica■ was published two times in 
1784 and 1787. Britton and Emerson regarded the earlier publications as “hypo- 
nyin” and cited the later as the actual valid publication in the North American 
Flora 15(1913). I can hardly accept their verdict, as Dr Rickett says, since Hann. 


Mag. 22: 140(1794) would seem to satisfy technical requirements of nomenc lature. 
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